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From: Amie Howell
To: Bonnie Lomax
Cc: Catherine Libertz; Eric Carlson; Garvin.Shawn@EPA.GOV; Jessica Greathouse; John Pomponio; Linda Miller;


Samantha Beers
Subject: Re: REMINDER - - -EAID Monthly Meeting with the Liaison Officers TODAY  (2:30)   in the Chesapeake Room   
Date: 09/28/2009 10:29 AM
Attachments: AgendaLiaisonMeetingSeptember28.doc


Hi Bonnie,


Can you please add the Virginia Environmental Excellence Program and the Tri-City
Wetland Permit Review (Virginia).  Thanks, Amie


Amie Howell
State and Congressional Liaison
U.S. EPA Region 3
1650 Arch St. (3CR00)
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Phone: 215-814-5722
Fax: 215-814-5102


▼ Bonnie Lomax/R3/USEPA/US


Bonnie
Lomax/R3/USEPA/US 


09/28/2009 10:04 AM


To Catherine Libertz/R3/USEPA/US@EPA,
Garvin.Shawn@EPA.GOV@EPA, Amie
Howell/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Linda
Miller/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Eric
Carlson/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Jessica
Greathouse/R3/USEPA/US@EPA


cc John Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Samantha
Beers/R3/USEPA/US@EPA


Subject REMINDER - - -EAID Monthly Meeting with the Liaison
Officers 


Good Morning:  


Reminder - - -The monthly (September)  meeting of the EAID
Managers/Liaison Officers is scheduled for
 2:30 p.m. today (Monday, September 28)  The proposed agenda
is attached.  Please send me any additional agenda/discussion items
by NOON.  Thank you.  


We will be meeting in the Chesapeake Room.  The Call In Number is 
- 215-814-5992.   
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EAID Managers/Team Leader/Liaison Officer Meeting 



Monday, September 28, 2009  


Chesapeake Room   


2:30 - 3:30 p.m. 


Draft Agenda  



===============================================================



Discussion Topics

  


Allegheny National Forest EIS (Pennsylvania) 


Philadelphia Airport (Pennsylvania) 



Marcellus Shale (Pennsylvania/West Virginia) 



Delaware River Deepening              


SE Parkway - Greenbelt (Virginia) 







Mountaintop Mining (West Virginia) 






King Coal Highway (West Virginia)   


      



Oysters


State Updates:  

 Pennsylvania – Megan  Mackey / Eric Carlson


 Delaware – Shawn Garvin 







 District of Columbia – Shawn Garvin 







 Virginia – Amie Howell 






 West Virginia - Jessica Greathouse






  Maryland – Linda Miller 


- - Next Meeting October 26, 2009 - - 







Bonnie Turner-Lomax 
Communications Coordinator 
Environmental Assessment and Innovation Division 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region 3 
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA  19103 


215-814-5542 - (Telephone)
215-814-2783 - (FAX) 
lomax.bonnie@epa.gov


"Go confidently in the direction of your dreams. Live the life you have
imagined"..........Henry David Thoreau 








Meeting Change:
Calendar Entry
Subject: King Coal Highway
When  
Date: Wednesday  07/22/2009
Time: 02:00 PM - 03:00 PM   (1 hour)
Chair: Ann Campbell
Invitees  
Required (to): JamesG Gavin/DC/USEPA/US@EPA; Jeffrey Lapp/R3/USEPA/US@EPA; John Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA;


Robert Hargrove/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Optional (cc): Brian Frazer; David Evans
Where  
Location: Conf. Rm TBD; For folks calling in 1.866.299.3188, 2025661370


Per our discussions over email.  Please invite others.  
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From: Ann Campbell
To: David Evans; Brian Frazer; JamesG Gavin; Robert Hargrove; Susan Bromm; Stefania Shamet; Jeffrey Lapp;


Jessica Martinsen; John Pomponio
Cc: Christopher Hunter; Brian Topping; landers.timothy@epa.gov
Subject: WVa flood victims blame highway, Va coal company
Date: 09/21/2009 08:00 AM


The AP article....


September 18, 2009
WVa flood victims blame highway, Va coal company


VICKI SMITH


Associated Press Writer


MORGANTOWN, W.Va. (AP) - A group of southern West Virginia residents has sued
four coal companies over the strip mining that helped build the King Coal Highway,
claiming it has contributed to devastating flooding.


Twenty families along Pigeon Creek have filed property damage cases in Mingo County
Circuit Court, naming as defendants Alpha Natural Resources of Abingdon, Va., and
three subsidiaries, Nicewonder Contracting, White Flame Energy and Cobra Natural
Resources.


Alpha, however, denied any wrongdoing late Friday and said that it was not cited for any
stormwater runoff violations after the spring flood that damaged thousands of homes.


"It was a natural disaster caused by exceedingly high rainfalls and ground saturation,"
said company spokesman Ted Pile, adding that 4.5 inches of rain fell between May 8 and
the morning of May 9. "It was an act of God, not an act of man."


A motion filed with the lawsuits Thursday says they are the first of dozens to come, with
at least 20 more expected by people who live along Mate Creek. The plaintiffs want their
cases transferred to a mass litigation panel appointed by the state Supreme Court.
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The lawsuits claim Alpha is taking advantage of both the highway project and legal
loopholes to avoid regulations that would ordinarily require stricter flood-control
measures. By building flat highway beds for the state to pave, Alpha is spared the typical
burden of restoring the land to its approximate original contour after it is done mining.


State and federal laws that normally cover coal mining operations don't apply when that
mining is considered incidental to highway construction.


The plaintiffs, however, argue it was the other way around: They contend the highway
construction was incidental to the real goal of mining coal "without following
regulations intended to protect the public from just the sort of catastrophe that
occurred."


"They were going to mine the coal anyway," said plaintiffs' attorney Kevin Thompson.
"This was a pretense to avoid environmental regulation."


Pile said the plaintiffs' assertion is "just not true," and that state law clearly weighs the
value of the incidental coal against the overall amount of earth to be moved for the road
before allowing it to proceed without the usual permits.


"The fact of the matter is, the reserves that are there on that land are unable to be
developed and probably wouldn't be able to be touched unless there had been some
beneficial use like the highway," he said.
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at least 20 more expected by people who live along Mate Creek. The plaintiffs want their
cases transferred to a mass litigation panel appointed by the state Supreme Court.
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burden of restoring the land to its approximate original contour after it is done mining.
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mining is considered incidental to highway construction.


The plaintiffs, however, argue it was the other way around: They contend the highway
construction was incidental to the real goal of mining coal "without following
regulations intended to protect the public from just the sort of catastrophe that
occurred."


"They were going to mine the coal anyway," said plaintiffs' attorney Kevin Thompson.
"This was a pretense to avoid environmental regulation."


Pile said the plaintiffs' assertion is "just not true," and that state law clearly weighs the
value of the incidental coal against the overall amount of earth to be moved for the road
before allowing it to proceed without the usual permits.


"The fact of the matter is, the reserves that are there on that land are unable to be
developed and probably wouldn't be able to be touched unless there had been some
beneficial use like the highway," he said.


Working with Alpha on the 11-mile stretch from Red Jacket to Gilbert has saved the
state $300 million and may have helped get the road built sooner, said Michael
Mitchem, executive director of the King Coal/Tolsia Highway Authority in Gilbert.


"There's no way you could do it without the coal companies," he said.


Though the partnership with Alpha is the authority's first with a coal company, Mitchem
said, it won't be the last. Consol Energy, based in Canonsburg, Pa., has won approval
from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to build another 5-mile section.


The King Coal part of Highway I-73/74 will eventually be 95 miles, with about 12 miles
finished by next year, Mitchem said. It will then connect with the 55-mile Tolsia
Highway, which is about 10 percent built.







In about 20 years, when both parts are finished, the highway will stretch from
Huntington to Williamson.


But residents like Melissa Lester, one of the Pigeon Creek plaintiffs, claim it's being built
at their expense.


The lawsuits contend "inadequate or nonexistent stormwater control, failure to return
the land to approximate original contour and other deviations from accepted standards
of care" and argue that the practices dramatically increased peak water flows and caused
severe flooding problems for people downhill.


Lester and the other plaintiffs contend Alpha knew more than a year ago that its
operations were causing property damage, but did nothing. They are demanding
damages for property damage, negligence, nuisance, trespass and deliberate infliction of
emotional distress.


Lester, in particular, endured two floods in the spring of 2008 before the third on May 9
that destroyed her home.


That flood caused widespread damage in the southern coalfields, destroying 300
structures in Mingo County and causing damage to about 3,000. In Wyoming County,
about 250 structures were damaged.


Alpha employees were among those affected, Pile said, and the company committed
hundreds of labor hours to the cleanup in the weeks afterward.
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hundreds of labor hours to the cleanup in the weeks afterward.


___________________________________________________
USEPA
Office of Wetlands, Oceans and Watersheds
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
Room 7318C (MC4502T)
Washington, DC 20460
202-566-1370
202-657-3117 (Mobile)
202-566-1349 (Fax)








From: Ann Campbell
To: Jeffrey Lapp; John Forren; John Pomponio
Subject: Fw: Article in today's Bluefield Daily Telegraph- King Coal Highway
Date: 05/05/2009 09:11 AM


This article suggests that the State highways Secretary is also attending.  Can we
confirm?


What do we know about the Virginia highway example cited in the article?


----- Forwarded by Ann Campbell/DC/USEPA/US on 05/05/2009 09:10 AM -----


From: Jessica Greathouse/R3/USEPA/US


To: William Early/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Lawrence Teller/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Jim Newsom/R3/USEPA/US,
John Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, John Forren/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Ann
Campbell/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Catherine Libertz/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Michael
Kulik/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Jeffrey Lapp/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Stefania Shamet/R3/USEPA/US@EPA,
Jessica Martinsen/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, David McGuigan/R3/USEPA/US@EPA


Cc: Roy Seneca/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Eric Carlson/R3/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 05/05/2009 06:53 AM


Subject: Article in today's Bluefield Daily Telegraph- King Coal Highway


Mountaintop mining could pave way for King Coal


By SAMANTHA PERRY
Bluefield Daily Telegraph


BLUEFIELD — The future of a roadbed for the King Coal Highway could be paved via mountaintop mining — if
a federal crackdown on the mining practice doesn’t stall construction.


Gov. Joe Manchin and a contingent of state officials will travel to the Environmental Protection Agency’s
regional office in Philadelphia on Wednesday when Consolidated Coal Company files a permit for
mountaintop mining in Mingo County. The post-mining land use at the site would be a roadbed for the King
Coal Highway, Manchin told the Daily Telegraph during a telephone interview Monday afternoon.


“There can be a balance between the economy and the environment,” Manchin said, noting he wants to
continue to “create jobs” and “build revenue” in West Virginia.


Mountaintop mining had been in the spotlight in recent months, with the Obama administration taking steps
just last week to reverse a ruling from the Bush era that allowed mountaintop mining waste to be dumped
near streams. In March, the EPA also announced it was cracking down on mountaintop mining by taking a
closer look at 150 to 200 permits that had been issued for the practice.


Dialogue between Manchin and EPA officials about mountaintop mining has been ongoing, Matt Turner,
spokesman for the governor, said. 


Turner said the governor is concerned about the potential impact to the state from the mountaintop mining
permitting process.


The mountaintop mining permit for which Consolidated Coal will file Wednesday affects the Buffalo Mountain
section of the King Coal Highway. Plans are for the coal company to lay the roadbed of this section of the
highway — located between Corridor G (U.S. 119) and U.S. Route 52 outside of Delbarton in Mingo County
— after completing its mining operation.


Public-private partnerships between the Commonwealth of Virginia and coal companies have been used in
the neighboring state to help with the construction of the Coalfields Expressway in Buchanan County.
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State Highways Secretary Paul Mattox and state DEP Secretary Randy Huffman are among those who will
travel with Manchin when Consolidated Coal files for the permit.


When completed, the King Coal Highway will travel 95 miles through Mingo, Wayne, Wyoming, McDowell and
Mercer counties with the Tolsia segment from Williamson to Huntington extending another 55 miles. It will
interchange with the Coalfields Expressway in Welch near the Indian Ridge Industrial Park and the site of the
new federal prison. 


The King Coal and Tolsia Highways represent the West Virginia corridors of Interstate 73/74.


Jessica H. Greathouse
State and Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(304) 234-0275
(304) 224-3181 cell








From: Alan Cimorelli
To: John Pomponio
Cc: Cynthia Stahl
Subject: Here are the files you asked for
Date: 08/17/2009 10:08 AM
Attachments: Pre and Adj Conductivity for Reg3 Mines.xls


Input Data for Reg3 Mines.xls


Alan J. Cimorelli
USEPA Rg. III
Environmental Assessment
and Innovation Division (3EA10)
1650 Arch St.
Philadelphia,  PA  19103
Phone:  215-814-2189
    Fax:   215-814-2124
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Sheet1


			Corps #			Mining Company Name			Region			COND_Adj			COND_Pre


									Min==>			283			47


									Max==>			3,528			412


			200300065			Hobet Mining - Hewett			3			1,450			220


			200400624			Independence Coal Company - Consitution Surface Mine			3			1,294			65


			200401451			Independence Coal Company - Glory Surface Mine			3			1,294			242


			200500217			Bluestone - ContourAuger1			3			1,283			240


			200501115			Green Valley Coal Company - Blue Branch Refuse			3			283			54


			200501198			Marrowbone Development - Taywood W & Marrowbone			3			703			313


			200501211			Premium Energy, Inc. - Premium ls Surface Mine			3			1,175			255


			200600760			Paynter Branch Mining - Paynter Branch South Surface Mine			3			874			258


			200600821			Catenary Coal Co. - Laurel Fork			3			1,200			387


			200602033			Wildcat - #2 Surface			3			3,528			152


			200602290			Colony Bay Coal Co. - Colony Bay Surface Mine			3			1,853			169


			200700182			Alex Energy, Inc. - Federal Surface Mine			3			1,430			98


			200700282			Pioneer Fuel - Little Eagle			3			1,162			412


			200700285			Alex Energy, Inc. - Lonestar Surface Mine			3			1,750			54


			200700286			Pioneer Fuel - MT5B			3			1,649			258


			200800491			CONSOL of Energy - Buffalo Mt. Surface Mine			3			1,175			259


			200800562			Eastern Associated Coals - Huff Creek Surface Mine			3			1,204			155


			200800791			Hobet Mining - Surface Mine No. 45			3			1,500			60


			200800805			Coyote Coal Company - Joes Creek Surface Mine			3			2,022			337


			200800830			CoalMac, Inc. - Pine Creek Surface Min			3			824			54


			200800935			Hampden Coal - Harrys Br			3			858			49


			200801098			Frasure Creek Mining - Spring Fork Surface Mine NO. 2			3			747			195


			200900428			Consol of Kentucky - Spring Branch No. 3 Deep Mine			3			1,081			47


			200500167			Catenary Coal Co. - Tene Fork Deep Mine			3			1,819			11


			200600100			ICG Eastern, LLC - Jenny Creek Surface Mine			3			2,070			115


			200700134			Atlantic Leasco - Muddlety Surface Mine No. 1			3			1,375			24


			200900427			Argus Energy WV, LLC - Devilstrace No. 2 Punchout			3			1,961			57





:
Official name of 8 digit HUC - Official name of 12 digit HUC


Alan J Cimorelli:
This indicator was suggested by Greg Pond.  It is the specific conductivity or TDS (conductivity can be calculated from TDS) as measured at the the existing mines within the watershed where the proposed mine is planning to locate.  This is used in conjunction with the terminal indicator to estimate post-mine aquatic  impacts.  See the 3 PMI terminal indicators.

This data can be found in either the  the Cumulative Hydrologic Impact Analysis or the EID (Environmental Information Document). 

 UNITS: us/cm


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.
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Input-Data


			Corps #			Mining Company Name			Region			SMCRA Number			District			Coordinate PN/PCN			Lat			Long			WV			OH			KY			TN			VA			PA			County			4011			4021			CONDUCTIVITY			IBI			HQHV			303D			NPDES_OUTFALLS			CHG_FORPCT			INT250			FORPCT			WETPCT			DISTURBED_LANDS			TE_SPECIES			CRIT_HAB			RARE_STATE			PEOPLE			COAL_REFUSE_DISPOSAL_AREA			SAD_AREA			SAD from Digital footprint			SAD_TYPE			MINING_EFF			EXCESS_SPOIL_PCT			VF_EFF			EXCESS_SPOIL_EFF			AOC_80_20_VARIANCE			PERM_P			TEMP_P			PERM_I			TEMP_I			PERM_E			TEMP_E			VF_DRAIN			PMI_LOW			PMI_MED			PMI_HIGH			WETLAND_LOSS			ADD_ADD_MINES			ADD_SAD_AREA			ADD_PERM_P			ADD_TEMP_P			ADD_PERM_I			ADD_TEMP_I			ADD_PERM_E			ADD_TEMP_E			ADD_VF_DRAIN			ADD_WETLAND_LOSS			STRM_RATIO			WETL_RATIO			Sum of Fills			Excess Spoil			COND_Adj			COND_Pre			Coal Extraction			# of VF w/ Drain Area > 40 (VF)			# of VF w/ Drain Area 15-40 (VF)			# of VF w/ Drain Area < 15 (VF)			Addl # of VF w/ Drain Area > 40 (VF)			Addl # of VF w/ Drain Area 15-40 (VF)			Addl # of VF w/ Drain Area < 40 (VF)			Stream  mitigation (linear feet)			Wetland mitigation (acreage)			Total Spoil (cu. yds.)			New Mine (Y/N)


																		(Date or NYC2)																																	MIN ===>			0			45.81			0			18.26			2			0.22			33.77			71.16			0.00			4.02			0			0			1			1,145			0			9			22			1			0			0.00			0.00			0.00			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.00			0			0			0			0.00			2.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			0.00			954			0.00			283			47			0.00			0			0			0			0.00			0.00			0.00			0			0.00			0.11						Data Used for The Analysis of Additonal VF_DRAIN


						<== Yellow highlighted mines have been withdrawn - they remain only to enhance the robustness of the analysis.																																													MAX===>			1,094			78.15			1			49.70			2			17.99			97.34			91.99			0.16			13.02			1			0			1			14,958			1			2,313			2,315			2			855,556			0.67			5,407.19			28.38			1			12,152			7,330			39,692			12,986			13,000			4,292			12.20			1,429			81,735			0			1.17			2.00			1,876.89			595.58			359.25			3,385.96			817.30			491.11			64.57			1.04			0.04			1.00			1.00			51,692			169.00			3,528			412			31.93			12			4			2			0.68			0.34			0.17			63,701			2.95			664.25						Corps #			% area in HUC			Corps #			% area in HUC			Corps #			% area in HUC


			200300065			Hobet Mining - Hewett			3			S-5027-99			LRH			38838			38.139			-81.810			X																		Boone			I			I			391			58			1			31			2			0.81			97.34			85.05			0.02			7.43			1			0			1			5,085			0			411			430			2			6,630			0.50			2,542			10.495			0			0			0			2,200			2,100			5,930			1,020			6.0			0			9,337			0			0.0000			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			0.00			1.00			11,250			28.6			1,450			220			2.725			6			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			0			0.00			56.66			Y


			200400624			Independence Coal Company - Consitution Surface Mine			3			S-5025-97			LRH			38183			38.014			81.798			X																		Boone			I			I			346			67			1			41			2			1.34			68.04			88.93			0.00			5.04			1			0			1			6,829			0			1,550			1,553			2			11,613			0.28			2,388			4.511			1			0			0			16,600			8,600			8,800			0			7.0			0			25,696			0			0.0000			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			34,000			81.2			1,294			65			18.000			7			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			37,005			0.00			287.30			Y


			200401451			Independence Coal Company - Glory Surface Mine			3			S-5001-02			LRH			38786			37.951			81.664			X																		Boone			I			I			508			65			1			31			2			3.38			58.38			88.32			0.00			4.02			1			0			1			2,897			0			980			966			1			14,849			0.45			2,843			4.254			0			0			0			14,130			2,396			5,025			220			5.0			0			6,677			0			0.0000			2			899			0			0			752			368			360			16			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			21,771			61.9			1,294			242			14.550			5			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			26,333			0.00			136.73			N			200602290			0.0439089038


			200500217			Bluestone - ContourAuger1			3			S-4014-01			LRH			38455			37.475			-81.425			X																		Wyoming			I			3			402			63			1			24			2			3.48			69.19			85.07			0.00			8.01			0			0			1			3,994			0			513			619			2			10,620			0.38			844			2.681			0			0			0			5,550			550			10,350			850			8.6			0			6,619			0			0.0000			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			0.00			1.00			17,300			14.6			1,283			240			5.445			7			2			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			0			0.00			38.86			Y


			200501115			Green Valley Coal Company - Blue Branch Refuse			3			O-10-83
IBR 9			LRH			38660			38.122			-80.681			X																		Nicholas			I			0			0			78			1			21			2			0.22			92.73			91.99			0.13			5.64			1			0			1			1,896			1			80			165			1			0			0.00			0			0.000			0			6,848			1,114			60			0			0			0			0.0			1,429			0			0			0.9660			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			8,022			0.0			283			54			0.000			0			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			12,201			2.95			14.50			N


			200501198			Marrowbone Development - Taywood W & Marrowbone			3			S-5008-02   S-5021-01			LRH			38663			37.890			-82.294			X																		Mingo			I			4			531			63			1			30			2			4.18			47.34			82.38			0.01			6.80			0			0			1			4,954			0			601			609			2			12,642			0.22			453			1.434			0			0			0			14,857			4,563			2,789			1,877			11.2			0			1,266			0			0.0000			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			24,086			10.9			703			313			7.600			8			4			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			43,935			0.00			49.61			N


			200501211			Premium Energy, Inc. - Premium ls Surface Mine			3			S-5020-99 AM3			LRH			39638			37.514			-81.841			X																		McDowell			I			9			374			61			1			18			2			8.37			33.77			79.93			0.00			7.71			0			0			1			3,033			0			2,081			1,517			1			8,926			0.25			1,256			3.095			1			0			0			39,692			330			5,757			0			12.2			0			5,159			0			0.0000			2			273			0			0			211			35			34			0			0.0			0.0000			0.00			1.00			45,779			57.5			1,175			255			18.576			8			4			2			0.0318			0.0000			0.0000			0			0.00			230.62			Y			200801098			0.0158977447


			200600760			Paynter Branch Mining - Paynter Branch South Surface Mine			3			S-4001-06			LRH			38988			37.711			-81.693			X																		Wyoming			I			2			504			62			1			24			2			2.54			72.23			86.02			0.00			6.93			0			0			1			6,254			0			507			507			2			4,446			0.14			210			3.191			0			0			0			14,899			12,986			2,086			4,292			5.0			0			2,703			0			0.0000			2			813			0			0			232			52			315			7			0.1			0.0000			0.86			1.00			34,263			7.2			874			258			2.256			5			0			0			0.0969			0.0000			0.0000			29,409			0.00			51.65			Y			200800562			0.0242233932


			200600821			Catenary Coal Co. - Laurel Fork			3			U-3001-98 
IBR 5			LRH			38950			38.068			-81.474			X																		Kanawha			I			2			697			61			0			37			2			1.51			64.34			88.05			0.00			6.37			1			0			1			1,719			0			41			22			2			171,233			0.00			0			0.000			0			0			0			0			1,279			0			0			0.0			0			3,334			0			0.0000			2			1,877			106			84			1,935			80			235			11			0.2			0.0363			0.00			1.00			1,279			0.0			1,200			387			7.000			0			0			0			0.2290			0.0000			0.0000			0			0.00			0.13			N			200602033			0.0419667855			200800805			0.0362726479


			200602033			Wildcat - #2 Surface			3			S-3016-06			LRH			39512			38.105			-81.492			X																		Kanawha			I			2			697			61			0			37			2			1.51			64.34			88.05			0.00			6.37			1			0			1			1,719			0			1,008			1,006			1			10,615			0.26			1,945			4.271			0			0			564			19,447			716			2,551			218			2.0			0			81,735			0			0.2800			2			892			106			60			1,119			50			128			2			0.1			0.0363			0.00			0.00			23,496			45.7			3,528			152			10.700			2			0			0			0.1451			0.0000			0.0000			0			0.00			174.24			Y			200600821			0.000915222			200800805			0.0362726479


			200602290			Colony Bay Coal Co. - Colony Bay Surface Mine			3			S-7-81			LRH			39836			37.871			-81.671			X																		Boone			I			6			696			60			1			33			2			5.46			46.61			82.52			0.00			5.30			1			0			1			1,718			0			283			931			2			6,009			0.38			1,357			6.176			0			0			0			4,271			1,720			1,380			368			4.0			0			20,148			0			0.0000			2			981			0			0			622			441			121			4			0.6			0.0000			1.00			1.00			7,739			10.5			1,853			169			1.700			4			0			0			0.5852			0.0000			0.0000			15,394			0.00			27.40			Y			200401451			0.0001038604			200600100			0.0531548734


			200700182			Alex Energy, Inc. - Federal Surface Mine			3			S-3011-07			LRH			39679			38.288			-81.066			X																		Nicholas			I			2			446			67.80			1			36.90			2			5.18			60.54			87.41			0.16			8.44			1			0			1			3,534			0			746						2			2,815			0.38			1,220			13.571			0			0			0			14,611			3,515			5,110			130			5.0			0			20,768			0			0.1670			2			395			0			24			146			0			60			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			23,366			28.5			1,430			98			2.100			5			0			0			0.0378			0.0000			0.0000			36,216			0.34			75.18			Y			200700285			0.0189175681


			200700282			Pioneer Fuel - Little Eagle			3			U-4012-06			LRH			39240			37.905			-81.287			X																		Wyoming			I			3			664			63.46			1			33.95			2			2.63			60.85			88.36			0.00			5.66			0			0			1			1,460			0			9						2			855,556			0.00			0			0.000			0			0			954			0			0			0			0			0.0			0			2,865			0			0.0000			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			954			0.0			1,162			412			7.700			0			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			1,964			0.00			0.11			Y


			200700285			Alex Energy, Inc. - Lonestar Surface Mine			3			S-3009-07			LRH			39666			38.325			-80.957			X																		Nicholas			I			10			506			69.54			1			49.70			2			6.97			46.81			83.53			0.03			10.69			1			0			1			1,972			0			532						2			7,522			0.30			1,534			4.650			0			0			1,247			7,709			0			3,169			0			2.0			0			56,659			0			0.0000			2			408			0			0			285			69			100			3			0.1			0.0000			1.00			1.00			12,125			18.6			1,750			54			4.000			2			0			0			0.0975			0.0000			0.0000			26,397			0.00			62.06			Y			200700182			0.0194959455


			200700286			Pioneer Fuel - MT5B			3			S-3010-06			LRH			39519			37.890			-81.294			X																		Raleigh						4			247			61			1			25			2			3.89			47.05			78.33			0.00			8.04			1			0			1			7,355			0			723			721			1			8,155			0.50			2,942			5.593			0			0			0			7,945			1,961			1,161			150			5.0			0			10,282			0			1.0410			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			11,217			33.0			1,649			258			5.900			5			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			18,169			2.15			66.00			N


			200800491			CONSOL of Energy - Buffalo Mt. Surface Mine			3			S-5018-07			LRH			39785			37.733			-82.232			X																		Mingo			P			4			602			60			1			26			2			3.89			73.87			81.62			0.00			9.12			0			0			1			14,958			0			2,313			2,315			2			7,263			0.50			3,269			10.060			1			12,152			7,330			23,282			1,530			7,358			40			12.0			0			5,072			0			0			2			57			0			0			4			2			0			0			0.0			0.0000			0.00			1.00			51,692			169.0			1,175			259			16.800			12			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			0			0.00			338.00			Y			200900428			0.0017486163


			200800562			Eastern Associated Coals - Huff Creek Surface Mine			3			S-4004-07			LRH			39713			37.769			-81.637			X																		Wyoming/
Logan			P			9			640			57.53			1			29.98			2			3.87			71.05			84.26			0.00			8.13			0			0			1			6,326			0			845						2			2,485			0.38			2,379			28.381			0			0			0			9,596			2,155			13,000			304			4.0			0			9,197			0			0.0000			2			505			0			0			224			195			31			65			0.1			0.0000			1.00			1.00			25,055			59.6			1,204			155			2.100			4			0			0			0.0752			0.0000			0.0000			29,859			0.00			155.43			Y			200600760			0.0150443593


			200800791			Hobet Mining - Surface Mine No. 45			3			S-5002-07			LRH			39701			38.109			81.984			X																		Lincoln			P			1			1,094			76.19			1			25.82			2			17.99			41.00			71.16			0.01			13.02			0			0			1			1,145			0			602						1			14,568			0.00			0			0.000			0			0			215			24,476			7,393			5,362			0			0.0			0			37,440			0			0.0000			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			0.58			1.00			37,446			0.0			1,500			60			8.770			0			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			21,652			0.00			177.08			Y


			200800805			Coyote Coal Company - Joes Creek Surface Mine			3			S-3001-08			LRH			39892			38.079			81.529			X																		Boone/
Kanawha			P			6			759			65.13			1			32.05			2			6.93			70.49			83.52			0.03			6.88			1			0			1			5,274			0			1,655						2			19,293			0.10			1,699			2.148			0			2,915			1,655			30,858			1,365			3,535			55			4.0			0			11,795			0			1.1700			2			1,032			0			24			816			817			107			9			0.1			0.0003			0.00			0.00			40,383			68.6			2,022			337			31.934			4			0			0			0.0839			0.0000			0.0000			0			0.00			664.25			Y			200500167			0.0003040659			200600821			0.000915222			200602033			0.0419667855


			200800830			CoalMac, Inc. - Pine Creek Surface Min			3			S-5006-07			LRH			39706			37.737			82.046			X																		Logan			I			2			872			45.81			0			30.03			2			4.92			92.93			84.13			0.00			7.27			0			0			1			4,056			0			470						2			6,088			0.43			5,407			8.566			0			0			0			0			2,923			1,608			0			3.0			0			12,520			0			0.0000			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			4,531			24.5			824			54			2.860			3			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			63,701			0.00			56.60			Y


			200800935			Hampden Coal - Harrys Br			3			U-5010-08			LRH			39902			37.636			-81.847			X																		Mingo			P			10			344			63.49			1			38.94			2			0.29			73.13			85.90			0.00			5.75			0			0			1			2,772			0			10						2			677,083			0.00			0			0.000			0			0			0			1,382			0			229			0			0.0			0			14,975			0			0.0000			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			1,611			0.0			858			49			6.500			0			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			2,603			0.00			0.18			Y


			200801098			Frasure Creek Mining - Spring Fork Surface Mine NO. 2			3			S-5018-08			LRH			39839			37.541			81.886			X																		Mingo			P			8			341			64.21			1			18.60			2			5.56			41.80			82.73			0.00			5.78			0			0			1			4,293			0			527						2			13,283			0.67			2,739			6.900			0			0			0			13,281			2,208			2,147			0			2.0			0			2,667			0			0.0000			2			1,518			0			0			3,386			28			491			0			1.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			17,636			48.3			747			195			7.000			2			0			0			0.6824			0.3412			0.1706			21,708			0.00			72.22			Y			200501211			0.0853057893


			200900428			Consol of Kentucky - Spring Branch No. 3 Deep Mine			3			U-5031-08			LRH			39850			37.800			-82.192			X																		Mingo			P			8			559			53.87			1			23.16			2			3.05			74.30			83.55			0.01			7.61			0			0			1			2,792			0			57						2			50,073			0.00			0			0.000			0			0			0			2,554			1,072			0			0			0.0			0			24,816			0			0.0000			2			1,605			596			359			1,141			75			361			2			0.6			0.0000			1.00			1.00			3,626			0.0			1,081			47			2.850			0			0			0			0.5881			0.0000			0.0000			3,636			0.00			1.37			Y			200800491			0.0490106562


			200500167			Catenary Coal Co. - Tene Fork Deep Mine			3			U-3004-06			LRH			38953			38.024			-81.456			X																		Kanawha			I			P			953			57			0			34			2			15.24			36.37			74.11			0.01			10.09			1			0			1			1,173			0			27			27			1			261,097			0.00			0			0.000			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0												0.6000			2			411			98			55			1,033			46			118			2			0.1			0.0335			1.00			0.00			0			0.0			1,819			11			7.000			0			0			0			0.1339			0.0000			0.0000			0			0.00			0.17			Y			200800805			0.0334656432


			200600100			ICG Eastern, LLC - Jenny Creek Surface Mine			3			S-5009-00			LRH			39849			37.912			-82.294			X																		Mingo			I			7			941			60			1			34			2			7.27			52.06			80.47			0.00			7.54			1			0			1			2,153			1			1,449			1,218			1			5,038			0.50			3,331			10.178			0			0			0			11,666			8,297			2,262			80			11.0												0.0000			2			32			0			0			7			3			2			1			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			22,305			74.3			2,070			115			7.300			11			0			0			0.0069			0.0000			0.0000			27,377			0.00			148.60			N


			200700134			Atlantic Leasco - Muddlety Surface Mine No. 1			3			S-3004-07			LRH			39650			38.384			-80.745			X																		Nicholas			I			6			358			74.34			1			25.41			2			0.59			53.10			83.20			0.35			10.82			1			0			1			734			0			398						2			10,050			0.25			771			2.075			0			3,990			77			5,610			62			1,030			0			2.0												0.0900			2			0			0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			10,769			8.3			1,375			24			4.000			2			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			23,038			0.20			32.90			Y


			200900427			Argus Energy WV, LLC - Devilstrace No. 2 Punchout			3						LRH			39850			38.021			-82.251			X																		Wayne			P			8			793			56.06			0			19.17			2			11.76			27.63			75.78			0.00			8.85			0			0			1			799			0			1						2						0.00			0			0.000			0			0			0			0			540			0			0			0.0												0.0000			2						0			0			0			0			0			0			0.0			0.0000			1.00			1.00			540			0.0			1,961			57						0			0			0			0.0000			0.0000			0.0000			540			0.00			0.04			Y





:
Official name of 8 digit HUC - Official name of 12 digit HUC


Conductivity of the HUC12 watershed(s) in which the mine is being proposed.
Specific conductivity or TDS (conductivity can be calculated from TDS) as measured at the proposed mining site.  As such this relates to current environmental condition of the streams. The greater the value of CONDUCTIVITY-MD the worse the environmental conditon.  


UNITS: us/cm
METHOD:  Average of all reading within all HUCs impacted be the mine


Index of biological integrity.
The greater the value the better the environmental quality.  

Data is the average of the State actual measurments for all the HUCs impacted by the mine

UNITS: Index Range 0-100

METHOD:  Average of all reading within all HUCs impacted be the mine


High Quality/High Value Streams.
Is there at least one stream length classified as High Quality/High Value in any of the HUC12 watersheds that are affected by the proposed mine?  If yes, the more vulnerable the environmental condition.

UNITS:  (Y/N)
0 = N  &  1= Y


Clean Water Act classified Section 303d impaired streams.
The % streams in all of the HUC12s (where a proposed mine will be located) that are classified as 303d impaired.  The more 303d streams, the poorer the current environmental condition.

UNITS::  (%) 

METHOD:  Average of all reading within all HUCs impacted be the mine


:
NPDES Outfalls.
The Total # of NPDES existing discharges in all HUC impacted by the proposed mine .  The more NPDES discharges, the poorer the environmental condition.

IF the surface area of the proposed mine includes more than one HUC12 watershed, this value will be the sum of those affected HUC12 watersheds.


Change in Forest Percent.
The change in total forest % (from 1992 to 2001), in those HUC12 watersheds where the proposed mine will be locating. 

 IF the surface area of the proposed mine includes more than one HUC12 watershed, this value will be the average % weighted by HUC area of those affected HUC12 watersheds.  

 Positive numbers mean increased forest (better environmental condition).

UNITS:  (%)


Interior Core Forest > 250 acres.
The % of the total area of Interior core forest (forest patches that are >= 250 acres) within the HUC12 watersheds where the proposed mine will be locating.  The higher the number, the more vulnerable r the environmental condition.

 IF the surface area of the proposed mine includes more than one HUC12 watershed, this value will be the average % weighted by HUC area of those affected HUC12 watersheds.  

UNITS: (%)


Forest Percent.
The % forest  in the HUC12 watersheds where the proposed mine will be locating.  Higher numbers mean more vulnerable environmental condition.
 IF the surface area of the proposed mine includes more than one HUC12 watershed, this value will be the average % weighted by HUC area of those affected HUC12 watersheds.  

UNITS:  (%)


Wetlands Percent.
The % of wetlands, by area, in all the HUC12 watersheds that the proposed mine affects..  Higher numbers mean more vulnerable environmental condition.

IF the surface area of the proposed mine includes more than one HUC12 watershed, this value will be the average % weighted by HUC area of those affected HUC12 watersheds.  

UNITS:  (%)


:
Disturbed Lands.
This indicator includes only a portion of what we eventually want.  It includes only Urban + Barren. % over all HUCs that the proposed mine impacts.

IF the surface area of the proposed mine includes more than one HUC12 watershed, this value will be the average % weighted by HUC area of those affected HUC12 watersheds.  

UNITS:  (%)


Threatened and Endangered Species.
IIs thete at least one threatened or endangered  aquatic or terrestrial species or candidate species in any of the HUC8 watersheds that are affected by the proposed mine?  

If there is the presence of at least one T&E or candidate species, there is cause for concern.

UNITS: Y/N per HUC8
0 =N
1 = y


Critical Habitat.
Is there at least one Critical Habitate area in any of the HUC8 watersheds that are affected by the proposed mine?  

If there are one or more critical habitats, there is more environmental vulnerability.


UNITS:  (Y/N per HUC8)

0 = N  &  1= Y


Rare, State-listed Species.
The total number of rare state listed aquatic or terrestrial species in the HUC watersheds that are affected by the proposed mine?  

If there is at least one species, there is cause for concern.

UNITS: Y/N per HUC8

0 =N
1 = y


Population (U.S. Census).  

This iindicator represents mining impacts on human health from all pathways.  Higher numbers mean more vulnerability.

IF the surface area of the proposed mine includes more than one HUC12 watershed, this value will be the sum of those affected HUC12 watersheds.  

UNITS:  (# people/HUC12)


Coal Refuse Disposal Area.
Is the proposed mine planning to have a coal refuse disposal area?  A coal refuse disposal area is often a slurry pond but could include other types.  If yes, there is more environmental degradation.

UNITS: (Y/N)
0 = N  &  1= Y


Surface Area Disturbance Area.
Total Surface Area of Disturbance (NEW+ EXPANSION + REMINE) area disturbed, including roads, mineral extraction area, valley fills.  The larger the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS:(acres)


:
Surface Area Disturbance Type.
This is a flag which represents the possible types of SAD that can be included in total area found in the terminal indicator "SAD_AREA"

The possible flags and their definations are as follows:

1.. EXPANSION or  REMINING
2. NEW


These are ranked from worst to best.  New is worse, expansion is next, remining is best.

UNITS: (Flag: 1 or 2)


Mining Efficiency = tons of coal mined per acre of mine area.  The higher this number the more efficient is the use of the land."  

UNITS: (TONS/ACRE)


Excess Spoil Percent.
This is the ratio (expressed as a percentage) of the Excess Spoils to the Total Spoils.  The higher the number, the worse environmentally (i.e., all spoils are excess, meaning that they will go into a stream instead of back onto the mined land.)

METRIC: ( Excess Spoils/total spoils)

UNITS: (%)


Valley Fill Efficiency = volume of spoils per linear ft of stream filled.  The higher the number the lower the stream impact.  

 UNITS: (cu.yd fill /linear ft. stream)


Excess Spoil Efficiency = excess spoil per ton of coal.   The lower this number the less the impact of the excess spoil.  

UNITS: (cu.yd/Ton)


Approximate Original Contour or Equivalent (i.e., 80-20) Variance.
Does the applicant have a variance so that the area will not be brought back to AOC of the pre-mined land?  If no, the area will be brought back to AOC (or AOC plus).  

UNITS:  (Y/N) 
0 = N
1 = Y


:
Permanent Perennial Stream Impact.
Length of perennial stream filled or mined through permanently.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Temporary Perennial Stream Impact.
Length of Perennial stream filled or mined through temporarily.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Permanent Intermittent Stream Impact.
Length of intermittent stream filled or mined through permanently.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Temporary Intermittent Stream Impact.
Length of intermittent streams filled or mined through temporarily.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Permanent Ephemeral Stream Impact.
Length of ephemeral streams filled or mined through permanently.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Temporary Ephemeral Stream Impact.
Length of ephemeral streams filled or mined through temporarily.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


Valley Fill Drainage (applicable only to mountaintop mining)
This indicator is a linear weighted sum of the number of valley fills that are proposed to be located in one of three drainage classes: i.e., 
1) Drainage areas, from the foot of the toe, that are > 40 acres
2) Drainage areas, from the foot of the toe, that are >= 15 acres & <= 40 acres
3) Drainage areas, from the foot of the toe, that are < 15 acres

METRIC: ∑(from i=1 to i=3) [DAwgt_i x VF_i]
             where: i=1 for drainage area > 40 acres
                        i=2 for drainage area  >= 15 acres & <= 40 acres
                        i=3 for drainage area  < 15 acres 
                        DAwgt_i is the weight (0-1) of the ith dranage area
                        VF_i is the number of valley fills that are to be located in the ith drainage area

Ecah of the valley fill drainage area classes above will be weighted based on the relative significance of these kinds of drainage areas. The larger the value the greater the environmental impact.

UNITS: (weighted Number)


:Post Mine Impact Low
This indicator is designed to consider the impact that the proposed mine will have on aquatic resources if both the present conductivity of the proposed surface area disturbance and the conductivity of its closest area of adjacent mining are < the tipping point for a stream's conductivity (i.e. in general, 500 us/cm; however this can be varied by the user).  

Each of the three PMI_... terminal indicators relate to the impact on aquatic resources that the proposed mine is expected to have, based on an estimate of the conductivity that will result from the mining operations.  Although the metric for thess three indicators is calculated in the same manner (based on a knowledge of the pre-mine coductivity and the conductivity of the closest adjacent) the value of the metrics will be indexed differently, since each indicator represents one of three possible cases that vary in the degree to which a proposed mine's impact will be significance.  That is, the significance of the impact will depend on both the value of the matric and which of the following three cases apply.  The three cases are as follows:  

1) PMI_LOW:  pre-mine & adjacent mine conductivities are < tipping point.
2) PMI_MED: pre-mine conductivity < 500 us/cm & adjacent mine conductivity >= tipping point.
3) PMI_HIGH:  pre-mine & adjacent mine conductivities >= tipping point.  

The construction of these indicators is based on the concept of a tipping point above which a stream is expected to be impared.

The metric for PMI_LOW, PMI_MED & PMI_HIGH is calculated as follows:

                      PMI_... = [(COND_Adj - CONDUCTIVITY)/(COND_Adj)] * [COND_Adj + CONDUCTIVITY] * [(COND_Adj)/CONDUCTIVITY)]

The logic behine this metric is based on three principles: 1) the greater the expected precent increase in conductivity from pre to post mining conditions the greater the mine's impact (i.e. COND_Adj/CONDUCTIVITY0); 2) the greater the overall magnitude of both the pre and post mining conductivities the greater the mine's expected impact; and 3) the closer the pre and post mining cnductivities are the less the concern (e.g. consider a pre and post mine conductivity that were equal, such a situation would caues no concern, however greater the difference the greater the concern).


:
Post Mine Impact Medium
This indicator is designed to consider the impact that the proposed mine will have on aquatic resources if the present conductivity of the proposed surface area disturbance is less than the tipping point for a stream's conductivity (i.e. in general, 500 us/cm; however this can be varied by the user) and the conductivity of the closest adjacent mining areas is >= the tipping point. 

Each of the three PMI_... terminal indicators relate to the impact on aquatic resources that the proposed mine is expected to have, based on an estimate of the conductivity that will result from the mining operations.  Although the metric for thess three indicators is calculated in the same manner (based on a knowledge of the pre-mine coductivity and the conductivity of the closest adjacent) the value of the metrics will be indexed differently, since each indicator represents one of three possible cases that vary in the degree to which a proposed mine's impact will be significance.  That is, the significance of the impact will depend on both the value of the matric and which of the following three cases apply.  The three cases are as follows:  

1) PMI_LOW:  pre-mine & adjacent mine conductivities are < tipping point.
2) PMI_MED: pre-mine conductivity < 500 us/cm & adjacent mine conductivity >= tipping point.
3) PMI_HIGH:  pre-mine & adjacent mine conductivities >= tipping point.  

The construction of these indicators is based on the concept of a tipping point above which a stream is expected to be impared.

The metric for PMI_LOW, PMI_MED & PMI_HIGH is calculated as follows:

                      PMI_... = [(COND_Adj - CONDUCTIVITY)/(COND_Adj)] * [COND_Adj + CONDUCTIVITY] * [(COND_Adj)/CONDUCTIVITY)]

The logic behine this metric is based on three principles: 1) the greater the expected precent increase in conductivity from pre to post mining conditions the greater the mine's impact (i.e. COND_Adj/CONDUCTIVITY0); 2) the greater the overall magnitude of both the pre and post mining conductivities the greater the mine's expected impact; and 3) the closer the pre and post mining cnductivities are the less the concern (e.g. consider a pre and post mine conductivity that were equal, such a situation would caues no concern, however greater the difference the greater the concern).


:Post Mine Impact High
This indicator is designed to consider the impact that the proposed mine will have on aquatic resources if both the present conductivity of the proposed surface area disturbance and the conductivity of its closest area of adjacent mining are >= than the tipping point for a stream's conductivity (i.e. in general, 500 us/cm; however this can be varied by the user).  

Each of the three PMI_... terminal indicators relate to the impact on aquatic resources that the proposed mine is expected to have, based on an estimate of the conductivity that will result from the mining operations.  Although the metric for thess three indicators is calculated in the same manner (based on a knowledge of the pre-mine coductivity and the conductivity of the closest adjacent) the value of the metrics will be indexed differently, since each indicator represents one of three possible cases that vary in the degree to which a proposed mine's impact will be significance.  That is, the significance of the impact will depend on both the value of the matric and which of the following three cases apply.  The three cases are as follows:  

1) PMI_LOW:  pre-mine & adjacent mine conductivities are < tipping point.
2) PMI_MED: pre-mine conductivity < 500 us/cm & adjacent mine conductivity >= tipping point.
3) PMI_HIGH:  pre-mine & adjacent mine conductivities >= tipping point.  

The construction of these indicators is based on the concept of a tipping point above which a stream is expected to be impared.

The metric for PMI_LOW, PMI_MED & PMI_HIGH is calculated as follows:

                      PMI_... = [(COND_Adj - CONDUCTIVITY)/(COND_Adj)] * [COND_Adj + CONDUCTIVITY] * [(COND_Adj)/CONDUCTIVITY)]

The logic behine this metric is based on three principles: 1) the greater the expected precent increase in conductivity from pre to post mining conditions the greater the mine's impact (i.e. COND_Adj/CONDUCTIVITY0); 2) the greater the overall magnitude of both the pre and post mining conductivities the greater the mine's expected impact; and 3) the closer the pre and post mining cnductivities are the less the concern (e.g. consider a pre and post mine conductivity that were equal, such a situation would caues no concern, however greater the difference the greater the concern).


Wetland Loss = acres of wetlands removed  by the proposed mine.  More is bad.

UNITS: acres


:
Additional Mines Surface Area Disturbance Area.
Total Surface Area of Disturbance (NEW+ EXPANSION + REMINE) area disturbed, including roads, mineral extraction area, valley fills.  from the additional proposed mines in all the affected watersheds.  Higher values mean more environmental degradation.

UNITS:(acres)


:
Permanent Perennial Stream Impacts due to additional proposed mines in the same watershed(s) as the proposed mine.
Total length of Permanent Perennial stream that includes footage from additional proposed mines in the affected watersheds.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Temporary Perennial Stream Impacts due to additional proposed mines in the same watershed(s) as the proposed mine.
Total length of Temporary Perennial stream that includes footage from additional proposed mines in the affected watersheds.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Permanent Intermittent Stream Impacts due to additional proposed mines in the same watershed(s) as the proposed mine.
Total length of Permanent Intermittent stream that includes footage from additional proposed mines in the affected watersheds.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Temporary Intermittent Stream Impacts due to additional proposed mines in the same watershed(s) as the proposed mine.
Total length of Temporary Intermittent stream that includes footage from additional proposed mines in the affected watersheds.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


:
Permanent Ephemeral Stream Impacts due to additional proposed mines in the same watershed(s) as the proposed mine.
Total length of Permanent Ephemeral stream that includes footage from additional proposed mines in the affected watersheds.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


Temporary Ephemeral Stream Impacts due to additional proposed mines in the same watershed(s) as the proposed mine.
Total length of Temporary  Ephemeral stream that includes footage from additional proposed mines in the affected watersheds.  The higher the number, the greater the environmental degradation.

UNITS: linear ft.


Valley Fill Drainage (applicable only to mountaintop mining) from additional proposed mines.
This indicator is a linear weighted sum of the number of valley fills that are proposed to be located in one of three drainage classes from additional proposed mines in the same watersheds.  Thes drainage classes are:: 
1) Drainage areas, from the foot of the toe, that are > 40 acres
2) Drainage areas, from the foot of the toe, that are >= 15 acres & <= 40 acres
3) Drainage areas, from the foot of the toe, that are < 15 acres

METRIC: ∑(from i=1 to i=3) [DAwgt_i x VF_i]
             where: i=1 for drainage area > 40 acres
                        i=2 for drainage area  >= 15 acres & <= 40 acres
                        i=3 for drainage area  < 15 acres 
                        DAwgt_i is the weight (0-1) of the ith dranage area
                        VF_i is the number of valley fills that are to be located in the ith drainage area

Ecah of the valley fill drainage area classes above will be weighted based on the relative significance of these kinds of drainage areas. The larger the value the greater the environmental impact.

UNITS: (weighted Number)


Stream Mitigation Ratio.
This indicator represents the % of impacted streams that the proposed mine intends to mitigate.  The indicator is constructed as the ratio of the Total length of mitigated streams to the total length of mine impacted streams.  Higher values are better.

UNITS: NON-DIM (0 - 1)

NOTE:  If the Total length of streams impacted = 0.00 then this indicator is set equal to 999.00


Wetlands Mitigation Ratio.
This indicator represents the % of the impacted watersheds that the proposed mine intends to mitigate.  The indicator is constructed as the ratio of the Total area of mitigated wetlands to the total area of mine impacted wetalnds.  Higher values are better.

UNITS: Non-dimensional (0 - 1)

NOTE:  If the Total area of mine impacted wetalnds = 0.00 then this indicator is set equal to 999.00


:Sum of Stream Fills or Mined through:
Total linear ft of all types of streams filled or mined through by the proposed mine.

UNITS: linear ft.


:Excess Spoils.
10^6 cu yd. per valley fill


Alan J Cimorelli:
This indicator was suggested by Greg Pond.  It is the specific conductivity or TDS (conductivity can be calculated from TDS) as measured at the the existing mines within the watershed where the proposed mine is planning to locate.  This is used in conjunction with the terminal indicator to estimate post-mine aquatic  impacts.  See the 3 PMI terminal indicators.

This data can be found in either the  the Cumulative Hydrologic Impact Analysis or the EID (Environmental Information Document). 

 UNITS: us/cm


:Comments from this column to the right still need to be checked and modified.
(million tons)


Alan J Cimorelli:
10^6 cu.yrds.


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
Not Applicable


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
Not Applicable


mdougl02:
New and Remine


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
Not Applicable


mdougl02:
New and remine


Alan J Cimorelli:
This is a calculated value since we did not have the actual data.  We are assuming that  the total spoil = 2 x the excess spoil


Alan J Cimorelli:
Corrected per Christine's 7/24/09 email


Alan J Cimorelli:
Although this is missing we will assume it it = 0.00


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
This is a calculated value since we did not have the actual data.  We are assuming that  the total spoil = 2 x the excess spoil


mdougl02:
Sumitted as Per and Int
by applicant


mdougl02:
Submitted as Per and Int by applicant


mdougl02:
New and remine


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
Although this is missing we will assume it it = 0.00


Alan J Cimorelli:
Not Applicable


Alan J Cimorelli:
Not Applicable


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
this is a default for Excess Spoil -- we are assuming the the excess spoil = .5 x total spoil


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
This is a calculated value since we did not have the actual data.  We are assuming that  the total spoil = 2 x the excess spoil


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
NEED COAL EXTRACTION


Alan J Cimorelli:
Not Applicable


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
Use Default approach for PMI.  That is, min conductivity in the Minie HUC and max in the closest HUC that has mining activity.


Alan J Cimorelli:
999999 = Missing Data










From: John Pomponio
To: Ann Campbell
Cc: Jeffrey Lapp; John Forren; William Early; Jim Newsom; Stefania Shamet; Jessica Martinsen
Subject: Re: Fw: King Coal Highway
Date: 07/16/2009 01:25 PM


Ann,


I think we need to discuss our EPA perspective on this before a trip.  I am also
skeptical that such a trip can be accomplished din a day.  The logistics are
complicated.  I suggest a meeting with OW , OFA, and R3 early next week to
discuss.  I will be in DC Wednesday.  I could probably meet around 2:00pm at OFA
since I have a later afternoon OFA meeting.


John R. (Randy) Pomponio,  Director
Environmental Assessment & Innovation Division
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region III
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103


(215) 814-2702
pomponio.john@epa.gov


▼ Ann Campbell---07/16/2009 12:53:34 PM---Folks - wanted to let you know that I
ran in to Raja and the FHWA Division poc, Jason Workman, yeste


From: Ann Campbell/DC/USEPA/US


To: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Cc: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Gregory Peck/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, John
Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, "Steven Neugeboren" <Neugeboren.Steven@epamail.epa.gov>,
Robert Hargrove/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, William Early/R3/USEPA/US,
David Evans/DC/USEPA/US, Brian Frazer/DC/USEPA/US


Date: 07/16/2009 12:53 PM


Subject: Re: Fw: King Coal Highway


Folks - wanted to let you know that I ran in to Raja and the FHWA
Division poc, Jason Workman, yesterday at the TRB meeting.  He let me
know that he is thinking that this trip will be scheduled for the 24th of
August and that he would like to work together in developing the
agenda for the outing.  I expect he'll be in touch shortly.   
___________________________________________________
USEPA
Office of Wetlands, Oceans and Watersheds
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
Room 7318C (MC4502T)
Washington, DC 20460
202-566-1370
202-657-3117 (Mobile)
202-566-1349 (Fax)
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▼ Susan Bromm---07/08/2009 01:07:20 PM---Raja is proposing a meeting and site
visit on the King Coal Highway.  Please let me know which of th


From: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US


To: John Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Hargrove/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, William
Early/R3/USEPA/US, Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Steven Neugeboren"
<Neugeboren.Steven@epamail.epa.gov>, Gregory Peck/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ann
Campbell/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Cc: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/08/2009 01:07 PM


Subject: Fw: King Coal Highway


Raja is proposing a meeting and site visit on the King Coal Highway. 
Please let me know which of these dates do not work for you.  It could
probably be done as a day trip if we fly in, otherwise in we go via car
we will need to get there the day before.  Please get back to me by
noon tomorrow re: your availability.  After we get this set up, we can
determine the need for and schedule any necessary pre-meetings. 
Thanks
                 


----- Forwarded by Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US on 07/08/2009 01:01 PM -----


From: <raja.veeramachaneni@dot.gov>


To: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/08/2009 11:47 AM


Subject: King Coal Highway


Susan, 


 
Attached is a cheat sheet on the King Coal Highway project in WV.


 
As discussed yesterday, we are planning on a joint meeting/workshop
and field visit to discuss the King Coal Highway Corridor.    The purpose
of this workshop is bring together staff from the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), the US Environmental Protection Administration
(EPA), the West Virginia Division of Highways, the West Virginia
Department of Environmental Protection, the Army Corps of Engineers,
and the local municipal agencies to discuss and visit selected sites
along the Corridor.  


 
The current agenda, while still in draft, will include a discussion of
existing and planned construction efforts, including the Red Jacket







public-private initiative, followed by a site visit to the Corridor.  We also
plan to request representatives of the Mingo County Redevelopment
Authority to discuss the local land use planning and economic
development efforts.


 
At this point we are considering August 14, 24, and 25 as potential
dates.  We appreciate your coordination within EPA and letting us know
which of these dates will work. If we have to go into September, we can
find some dates. We will provide logistics later – our people are saying it
is best to fly to Charleston as it is approximately 6 hours to drive there
from DC. I want to nail down the date first. Please let me know.


 
Raja
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From: Ann Campbell
To: Susan Bromm
Cc: Bob Sussman; Gregory Peck; John Pomponio; Steven Neugeboren; Robert Hargrove; Susan Bromm; William


Early; Brian Frazer; David Evans
Subject: Re: Fw: King Coal Highway
Date: 07/13/2009 05:24 PM


Susan - thank you for your email.  Should I participate in this meeting, the 24th and
25th would be best for me.


Regards, 
Ann
___________________________________________________
USEPA
Office of Wetlands, Oceans and Watersheds
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
Room 7318C (MC4502T)
Washington, DC 20460
202-566-1370
202-657-3117 (Mobile)
202-566-1349 (Fax)


▼ Susan Bromm---07/08/2009 01:07:20 PM---Raja is proposing a meeting and site
visit on the King Coal Highway.  Please let me know which of th


From: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US


To: John Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Hargrove/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, William
Early/R3/USEPA/US, Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Steven Neugeboren"
<Neugeboren.Steven@epamail.epa.gov>, Gregory Peck/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ann
Campbell/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Cc: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/08/2009 01:07 PM


Subject: Fw: King Coal Highway


Raja is proposing a meeting and site visit on the King Coal Highway. 
Please let me know which of these dates do not work for you.  It could
probably be done as a day trip if we fly in, otherwise in we go via car
we will need to get there the day before.  Please get back to me by
noon tomorrow re: your availability.  After we get this set up, we can
determine the need for and schedule any necessary pre-meetings. 
Thanks
                 


----- Forwarded by Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US on 07/08/2009 01:01 PM -----


From: <raja.veeramachaneni@dot.gov>


To: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/08/2009 11:47 AM


Subject: King Coal Highway
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Susan, 


 
Attached is a cheat sheet on the King Coal Highway project in WV.


 
As discussed yesterday, we are planning on a joint meeting/workshop
and field visit to discuss the King Coal Highway Corridor.    The purpose
of this workshop is bring together staff from the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), the US Environmental Protection Administration
(EPA), the West Virginia Division of Highways, the West Virginia
Department of Environmental Protection, the Army Corps of Engineers,
and the local municipal agencies to discuss and visit selected sites
along the Corridor.  


 
The current agenda, while still in draft, will include a discussion of
existing and planned construction efforts, including the Red Jacket
public-private initiative, followed by a site visit to the Corridor.  We also
plan to request representatives of the Mingo County Redevelopment
Authority to discuss the local land use planning and economic
development efforts.


 
At this point we are considering August 14, 24, and 25 as potential
dates.  We appreciate your coordination within EPA and letting us know
which of these dates will work. If we have to go into September, we can
find some dates. We will provide logistics later – our people are saying it
is best to fly to Charleston as it is approximately 6 hours to drive there
from DC. I want to nail down the date first. Please let me know.


 
Raja
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From: Ann Campbell
To: John Pomponio
Cc: Jeffrey Lapp; Jessica Martinsen; Jim Newsom; John Forren; Stefania Shamet; William Early; David Evans; Brian


Frazer
Subject: Re: Fw: King Coal Highway
Date: 07/16/2009 01:51 PM


Randy - Thanks for your message.  I agree.  I expressed to Raja that I had doubts
that it could be accomplished in one day.  I think that is why he'd like to work with us
on an agenda.  I'd told him I'd have to get back to him after discussing with
everyone.  We should meet.  I'm happy to check with OFA to see if Wednesday
would work for them and get back with everyone.
___________________________________________________
USEPA
Office of Wetlands, Oceans and Watersheds
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
Room 7318C (MC4502T)
Washington, DC 20460
202-566-1370
202-657-3117 (Mobile)
202-566-1349 (Fax)


▼ John Pomponio---07/16/2009 01:23:26 PM---Ann, I think we need to discuss our
EPA perspective on this before a trip.  I am also skeptical that


From: John Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US


To: Ann Campbell/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Cc: Jeffrey Lapp/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, John Forren/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, William Early/R3/USEPA/US, Jim
Newsom/R3/USEPA/US, Stefania Shamet/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Jessica Martinsen/R3/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/16/2009 01:23 PM


Subject: Re: Fw: King Coal Highway


Ann,


I think we need to discuss our EPA perspective on this before a trip.  I
am also skeptical that such a trip can be accomplished din a day.  The
logistics are complicated.  I suggest a meeting with OW , OFA, and R3
early next week to discuss.  I will be in DC Wednesday.  I could
probably meet around 2:00pm at OFA since I have a later afternoon
OFA meeting.


John R. (Randy) Pomponio,  Director
Environmental Assessment & Innovation Division
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region III
1650 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103


(215) 814-2702
pomponio.john@epa.gov
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▼ Ann Campbell---07/16/2009 12:53:34 PM---Folks - wanted to let you know that I
ran in to Raja and the FHWA Division poc, Jason Workman, yeste


From: Ann Campbell/DC/USEPA/US


To: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Cc: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Gregory Peck/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, John
Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, "Steven Neugeboren" <Neugeboren.Steven@epamail.epa.gov>,
Robert Hargrove/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, William Early/R3/USEPA/US,
David Evans/DC/USEPA/US, Brian Frazer/DC/USEPA/US


Date: 07/16/2009 12:53 PM


Subject: Re: Fw: King Coal Highway


Folks - wanted to let you know that I ran in to Raja and the FHWA
Division poc, Jason Workman, yesterday at the TRB meeting.  He let me
know that he is thinking that this trip will be scheduled for the 24th of
August and that he would like to work together in developing the
agenda for the outing.  I expect he'll be in touch shortly.   
___________________________________________________
USEPA
Office of Wetlands, Oceans and Watersheds
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
Room 7318C (MC4502T)
Washington, DC 20460
202-566-1370
202-657-3117 (Mobile)
202-566-1349 (Fax)


▼ Susan Bromm---07/08/2009 01:07:20 PM---Raja is proposing a meeting and site
visit on the King Coal Highway.  Please let me know which of th


From: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US


To: John Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Hargrove/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, William
Early/R3/USEPA/US, Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Steven Neugeboren"
<Neugeboren.Steven@epamail.epa.gov>, Gregory Peck/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ann
Campbell/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Cc: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/08/2009 01:07 PM


Subject: Fw: King Coal Highway


Raja is proposing a meeting and site visit on the King Coal Highway. 
Please let me know which of these dates do not work for you.  It could
probably be done as a day trip if we fly in, otherwise in we go via car
we will need to get there the day before.  Please get back to me by
noon tomorrow re: your availability.  After we get this set up, we can
determine the need for and schedule any necessary pre-meetings. 
Thanks
                 







----- Forwarded by Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US on 07/08/2009 01:01 PM -----


From: <raja.veeramachaneni@dot.gov>


To: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/08/2009 11:47 AM


Subject: King Coal Highway


Susan, 


 
Attached is a cheat sheet on the King Coal Highway project in WV.


 
As discussed yesterday, we are planning on a joint meeting/workshop
and field visit to discuss the King Coal Highway Corridor.    The purpose
of this workshop is bring together staff from the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), the US Environmental Protection Administration
(EPA), the West Virginia Division of Highways, the West Virginia
Department of Environmental Protection, the Army Corps of Engineers,
and the local municipal agencies to discuss and visit selected sites
along the Corridor.  


 
The current agenda, while still in draft, will include a discussion of
existing and planned construction efforts, including the Red Jacket
public-private initiative, followed by a site visit to the Corridor.  We also
plan to request representatives of the Mingo County Redevelopment
Authority to discuss the local land use planning and economic
development efforts.


 
At this point we are considering August 14, 24, and 25 as potential
dates.  We appreciate your coordination within EPA and letting us know
which of these dates will work. If we have to go into September, we can
find some dates. We will provide logistics later – our people are saying it
is best to fly to Charleston as it is approximately 6 hours to drive there
from DC. I want to nail down the date first. Please let me know.


 
Raja
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From: Ann Campbell
To: Susan Bromm
Cc: Bob Sussman; Gregory Peck; John Pomponio; Steven Neugeboren; Robert Hargrove; Susan Bromm; William


Early; David Evans; Brian Frazer
Subject: Re: Fw: King Coal Highway
Date: 07/16/2009 12:53 PM


Folks - wanted to let you know that I ran in to Raja and the FHWA Division poc,
Jason Workman, yesterday at the TRB meeting.  He let me know that he is thinking
that this trip will be scheduled for the 24th of August and that he would like to work
together in developing the agenda for the outing.  I expect he'll be in touch shortly.   
___________________________________________________
USEPA
Office of Wetlands, Oceans and Watersheds
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
Room 7318C (MC4502T)
Washington, DC 20460
202-566-1370
202-657-3117 (Mobile)
202-566-1349 (Fax)


▼ Susan Bromm---07/08/2009 01:07:20 PM---Raja is proposing a meeting and site
visit on the King Coal Highway.  Please let me know which of th


From: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US


To: John Pomponio/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Hargrove/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, William
Early/R3/USEPA/US, Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Steven Neugeboren"
<Neugeboren.Steven@epamail.epa.gov>, Gregory Peck/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ann
Campbell/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Cc: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/08/2009 01:07 PM


Subject: Fw: King Coal Highway


Raja is proposing a meeting and site visit on the King Coal Highway. 
Please let me know which of these dates do not work for you.  It could
probably be done as a day trip if we fly in, otherwise in we go via car
we will need to get there the day before.  Please get back to me by
noon tomorrow re: your availability.  After we get this set up, we can
determine the need for and schedule any necessary pre-meetings. 
Thanks
                 


----- Forwarded by Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US on 07/08/2009 01:01 PM -----


From: <raja.veeramachaneni@dot.gov>


To: Susan Bromm/DC/USEPA/US@EPA


Date: 07/08/2009 11:47 AM


Subject: King Coal Highway
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Susan, 


 
Attached is a cheat sheet on the King Coal Highway project in WV.


 
As discussed yesterday, we are planning on a joint meeting/workshop
and field visit to discuss the King Coal Highway Corridor.    The purpose
of this workshop is bring together staff from the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), the US Environmental Protection Administration
(EPA), the West Virginia Division of Highways, the West Virginia
Department of Environmental Protection, the Army Corps of Engineers,
and the local municipal agencies to discuss and visit selected sites
along the Corridor.  


 
The current agenda, while still in draft, will include a discussion of
existing and planned construction efforts, including the Red Jacket
public-private initiative, followed by a site visit to the Corridor.  We also
plan to request representatives of the Mingo County Redevelopment
Authority to discuss the local land use planning and economic
development efforts.


 
At this point we are considering August 14, 24, and 25 as potential
dates.  We appreciate your coordination within EPA and letting us know
which of these dates will work. If we have to go into September, we can
find some dates. We will provide logistics later – our people are saying it
is best to fly to Charleston as it is approximately 6 hours to drive there
from DC. I want to nail down the date first. Please let me know.


 
Raja
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